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This is in response to the application filed May 10, 2001 in which claims 1-33 are 
presented for examination. 

DETAILED ACTION 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 

The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 102 that form the 
basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 

A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(b) the invention was patented or described in a printed publication in this or a foreign country or in public use or on 
sale in this country, more than one year prior to the date of application for patent in the United States. 

1. Claims 1-9 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(b) as being anticipated by Sehr (U. S. Patent 
no. 5,875,432). 

Regarding claim 1, Sehr discloses an information gathering system, comprising: 

- at least one computer (see col. 5, line 2, Sehr); 

- an identification database accessible by the computer, the identification database 
including user identification information (see col. 4, lines 56-61 and col. 5 lines 24- 
27). "Certification center database" (30, Fig.l, Sehr) corresponds to "identification 
database"; 

- at least one output device coupled to the computer (see col. 5, lines 15-18, Sehr); and 

- a software component executable by the at least one computer (col. 5, lines 43-47, 
Sehr), the software component being arranged to validate the user and cause the 
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computer to provide output on the output device corresponding to a customized ballot 
prepared based upon a validated user response to a specified request for information 
(see col. 4, lines 24-27 and col. 5, line 62 to col. 6, line 9, Sehr). "customized ballot" 
corresponds to particular user voting campaign. 

Regarding claim 2, Sehr further discloses an input device coupled to the computer 
wherein the software component is further arranged to read a completed customized ballot from 
the input device, check the completed customized ballot for errors and to cause the computer to 
provide output to the output device corresponding to the completed customized ballot (see col. 5, 
lines 1-5, Sehr). "smart card reader" (11, Fig. 1, Sehr) corresponds to "input device". 

Regarding claim 3, Sehr further discloses the software component is also arranged to 
assign a unique identifier to the validated user (see col. 6, lines 6-9, Sehr). 

Regarding claim 4, Sehr further discloses a forms database accessible by the computer, 
the forms database including form formatting and content information (see Fig. 3, Sehr). 

Regarding claim 5, Sehr further discloses the forms database corresponds to an official 
ballot forms database (see Fig. 1). Tabulation database (20, Fig. 1) corresponds to "forms 
database". 
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Regarding claim 6, Sehr further discloses a tabulation database accessible by the 
validated user by verifying the unique identifier assigned to the validated user (20, Fig. 1, Sehr). 

Regarding claim 7, Sehr further discloses the tabulation database corresponds to an 
official vote tabulation database (see col. 7, lines 12-20, Sehr). 

Regarding claims 8-9, Sehr further discloses the validated user accesses the tabulation 
database via a communication network (see col. 5, lines 9-15 and col. 6, lines 62-64, Sehr). 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC §103 

The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set forth in 
section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and the prior art are 
such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the invention was made to a person 
having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. Patentability shall not be negatived by the 
manner in which the invention was made. 

2. Claims 10-1 1, 20-26 and 30-33 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable 
over Sehr (U. S. Patent no. 5,875,432) in view of McClure et al. (U. S. Patent no. 6,250,548). 

Regarding claim 10, Sehr discloses all of the claimed subject matter as discussed above, 
except that the unique identifier is a randomly generated number. McClure, however, discloses 
the unique is randomly stored in a memory location (see col. 33, lines 30-41, McClure). It would 
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have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the invention to randomly 
generate that unique number and randomly store it in the memory. The motivation of doing so 
would have been to authenticate the voter's identity (see col. 6, lines 6-8, McClure). 

3. Claim 10 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Sehr (U. S. Patent 
no. 5,875,432) in view of Sakai et al. (U. S. Patent 6,047,052). 

Regarding claim 10, Sehr discloses all of the claimed subject matter as discussed in claim 
6 above, except that the unique identifier is a randomly generated number. But it is well know to 
one of ordinary skill in the art to randomly generate an identifier as evident by Sakai (col. 8, lines 
59-62, Sakai). Therefore, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the 
time of the invention to modify Sehr as taught by Sakai for executing and collecting data 
program using the ID number (see col. 5, lines 59-64, Sakai). 

Regarding claim 1 1, Sehr/ McClure further discloses the specified request for information 
includes at least one of a request for validated user's address (see col. 3, lines 48-50, Sehr) and a 
request for an allowable language preference (see col. 19, lines 1-8, McClure). 

Regarding claim 20, Sehr discloses a method of voting using a computer, the method 
comprising: 

- checking the eligibility of a potential voter by accessing a voter eligibility database 
(see col. 6, lines 19-25, Sehr); 
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- rejecting the potential voter who is deemed to be a non-eligible voter (see col. 6, lines 
14-18 and 25-28, Sehr); 

- receiving an address of an eligible voter (see col. 3, lines 48-54, Sehr); 

- customizing a ballot based on a selected criteria by accessing a ballot form database 
(see col.3, lines 50-65, Sehr). "customized ballot" corresponds to particular user 
voting campaign; 

- displaying the ballot to the eligible voter (see col. 6, lines 28-3 1, Sehr); 

- receiving the ballot from the eligible voter (see col. 6, lines 35-41, Sehr); 

- checking the ballot for errors by comparing the ballot to a selected standard (see col. 
5, line 62 to col. 6, line 15 and col. 5, lines 5-9, Sehr). By checking the voting card's 
authenticity process, the ballot is checking for errors which is comparing the ballot to 
a selected standard; 

- collecting the official ballot (see col. 6, lines 35-44, Sehr). 

Sehr, however, does not explicitly disclose printing an official ballot and a receipt to be 
retained by the eligible voter, it is well known in the art to use the printer to print out 
records for specific event during the election (see col. 15, lines 50-52, McClure). 
Therefore, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the 
invention to include the printer as an output device in the system of Sehr in order to print 
out voting information. 

Regarding claim 21, Sehr/ McClure further discloses the method of assigning a unique 
identifier to the eligible voter (see col. 7, lines 54-58, Sehr); causing the unique identifier to be 
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printed on the receipt and the official ballot (see col. 7, lines 60-66, Sehr); updating a voting 
results database with the ballot received from the eligible voter (col. 6, lines 57-64, Sehr); 
providing access to the voting results database to the eligible voter; and requiring the eligible 
voter to input the unique identifier in order to gain access to the voting results database (see col. 
8, lines 3-10, Sehr). 

Regarding claims 22 and 24, Sehr/ McClure further discloses the specified request for 
information includes at least one of a request for validated user's address (see col. 3, lines 48-50, 
Sehr) and a request for an allowable language preference (see col. 19, lines 1-8, McClure). 

Regarding claim 23, Sehr/McClure discloses the unique is randomly stored in a memory 
location (see col. 33, lines 30-41, McClure). It is well known to randomly generate that unique 
number and randomly store it in the memory to authenticate the voter's identity (see col. 6, lines 
6-8, McClure). 

Regarding claim 27, Sehr/McClure further discloses the first database corresponds to an 
official voter registration database (see col. 4, lines 56-59, Sehr). 

4. Claim 23 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Sehr (U. S. Patent 
no. 5,875,432) in view of Sakai et al. (U. S. Patent 6,047,052). 
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Regarding claim 23, Sehr discloses all of the claimed subject matter as discussed above, 
except that the unique identifier is a randomly generated number. But it is well known to one of 
ordinary skill in the art to randomly generate an identifier as evident by Sakai (col. 8, lines 59- 
62, Sakai). Therefore, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of 
the invention to modify Sehr as taught by Sakai for executing and collecting data program using 
the ID number (see col. 5, lines 59-64, Sakai). 

Regarding claims 25-26, Sehr/ McClure further discloses receiving handicap access and 
receiving preferences from the voter (see col. 5, lines 48-55, McClure). 

Regarding claim 30, Sehr discloses a method of voting which preserves the secrecy of the 
ballot while allowing a voter to verify the integrity of a vote, comprising: 

- checking the eligibility of a potential voter by accessing a voter eligibility database 
(see col. 6, lines 19-25, Sehr); 

- generating and assigning a unique identifier to an eligible voter (see 7, lines 54-66, 
Sehr). "a secret certification number" corresponds to "unique identifier"; 

- printing a customized ballot which conforms to one or more selected criteria; 
comparing the scanned ballot with a predetermined standard to detect voter errors 
(see col. 5, line 62 to col. 6, line 15 and col. 5, lines 5-9, Sehr). By checking the 
voting card's authenticity process, the ballot is checking for errors which is 
comparing the ballot to a selected standard; 

- collecting the official ballot (see col. 6, lines 35-44, Sehr); and 
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- storing the official ballot The second tangible record has been produced and collected 
during the voting process and/or survey is stored in the second database (30, Fig.l, 
Sehr). 

Sehr, however, does not explicitly disclose printing an official ballot and a receipt to be 
retained by the eligible voter and scanning the completed ballot, it is well known in the 
art to use the printer and scan to print out records for specific event during the election 
(see col. 15, lines 50-52 and col. 20, lines 54-56, McClure). Therefore, it would have 
been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the invention to include the 
scanner printer as an input and output device in the system of Sehr in order to print out 
voting information. 

Regarding claims 31-33, Sehr/ McClure further discloses the method of assigning a 
unique identifier to the eligible voter (see col. 7, lines 54-58, Sehr); causing the unique identifier 
to be printed on the receipt and the official ballot (see col. 7, lines 60-66, Sehr); updating a 
voting results database with the ballot received from the eligible voter (col. 6, lines 57-64, Sehr); 
providing access to the voting results database to the eligible voter; and requiring the eligible 
voter to input the unique identifier in order to gain access to the voting results database (see col. 
8, lines 3-10, Sehr). 

5. Claims 12-19 and 28-29 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Sehr (U. S. Patent no. 5,875,432) in view of Bayer et al. (U.S. Patent no. 6,31 1,190). 
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Regarding claim 12, Sehr discloses a method of gathering information about a user using 
a computer, comprising: 

- verifying that the user is eligible to participate by consulting a first database (see col. 
6, lines 19-31, Sehr); 

- assigning a unique identifier to an eligible user (see 7, lines 54-66, Sehr). "a secret 
certification number" corresponds to "unique identifier"; 

- requiring the eligible user to provide to the computer a response to the questionnaire 
(see col. 6, lines 21-24, Sehr); 

- producing a first tangible record of the response to the questionnaire (see col. 4, lines 
53-56 and Fig. 1, Sehr). The "Tabulation center" produce a first tangible record; 

- producing a second tangible record of the response (see col. 4, lines 56-59 and Fig. 1, 
Sehr). The "Certification center" product a second tangible record; 

- collecting the second tangible record (see col. 6, lines 35-44, Sehr).; and 

- storing the second tangible record. The second tangible record has been produced and 
collected during the voting process arid/or survey is stored in the second database (30, 
Fig.l, Sehr). 

Sehr, however, does not disclose "customizing a questionnaire". Bayer, on the other 
hand, discloses "building registration questionnaires and recording the results of the 
questionnaires" (see abstract and col. 4, lines 1-9, Bayer). It would have been obvious to 
one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the invention to modify Sehr to customize a 
questionnaire in gathering information system. The motivation of doing so would have 
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been to enhance the language capability of a user interface of an application program 
operating on a computer (see col. 2, lines 4-6, Bayer). 

Regarding claim 13, Sehr/Bayer further discloses the "rejecting users not listed in the first 
database" (see col. 6, lines 16-18, Sehr). 

Regarding claim 14, Sehr/Bayer further discloses inputting the response into the 
computer; checking the response by comparing the response to a selected standard; rejecting the 
response if the response does not meet the requirements of the selected standard; and requiring 
the verified user to correct the rejected response (see col.6, lines 28-30, Bayer). 

Regarding claim 15, Sehr/Bayer further discloses a single choice indicated for each 
individual questionnaire item (see col. 3, lines 7-12, Bayer). 

Regarding claim 16, Sehr/Bayer further discloses the first database is an identification 
database comprised of user identification information (see Fig. 1, Sehr). "identification database" 
corresponds to "certification center" (database 30, Fig. 1, Sehr). 

Regarding claims 17-18, Sehr/Bayer further discloses the first database corresponds to an 
official voter registration database (see col. 4, lines 56-59, Sehr). 
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Regarding claim 19, Sehr/Bayer further discloses the second database is a forms 
database, the forms database being comprised of form formatting and content information (see 2, 
Fig. 1, Sehr). The "tabulation center" corresponds to "form database". 



Regarding claims 28 and 29, Sehr discloses an information gathering system, comprising: 

- means for identifying a user (see col. 5, lines 62-67, Sehr); 

- means for verifying the user's status to participate in the information gathering system 
(see col. 6, lines 21-24, Sehr); 

- means for assigning a unique identifier to the user (see 7, lines 54-66, Sehr). "a secret 
certification number" corresponds to "unique identifier"; 

- means for storing the at least first response The second tangible record has been 
produced and collected during the voting process and/or survey is stored in the 
second database (30, Fig.l, Sehr); 

Sehr, however, does not disclose "customizing a questionnaire" and "tangible record and 
first response". Bayer, on the other hand, discloses "building registration questionnaires 
and recording the results of the questionnaires" (see abstract and col.4, lines 1-9, Bayer). 
It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the invention 
to modify Sehr to customize a questionnaire in gathering information system. The 
motivation of doing so would have been to enhance the language capability of a user 
interface of an application program operating on a computer (see col. 2, lines 4-6, Bayer). 
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Conclusion 



Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Hanh B Thai whose telephone number is 703-305-4883. The 
examiner can normally be reached on 8 AM - 4:30 PM. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Safet Metjahic can be reached on 703-308-1436. The fax phone numbers for the 
organization where this application or proceeding is assigned are 703-746-9099 for regular 
communications and 703-746-7240 for After Final communications. 

Any inquiry of a general nature or relating to the status of this application or proceeding 
should be directed to the receptionist whose telephone number is 703-305-3900. 

Hanh Thai 
Art Unit 2171 
June 30, 2003 
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